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ture. Biblical fundamentalism was not an invention of the
Reformation, but a vital medieval principle.
Gilbert's real offence was that he stood wholeheartedly by
the new tradition, and was much the ablest and most influential
exponent of it. His actual teaching was extremely difficult
to follow, and nobody who was not a trained philosopher
could hope to understand it. But the self-appointed censors of
theology included no one who possessed any serious philo-
sophic qualifications for their task, and to them it seemed that
Gilbert's teaching, especially on the Trinity, approached the
diffuse imprecision of mystical pantheism.
He began by -so emphasizing the fundamental absoluteness
of God as the basis of all creation that he denied that God could
possess "substance/* This must be so because substance cannot
exist without its " accidents," and it cannot be held that the
insubstantial Divine Spirit is compounded of "accidents."
God is simply Being, an absolute beyond analysis or definition.
"It is incorrect therefore to say that His substance, divinity, is
God; we can speak only of the substance by virtue of which
He is God."1 But if this is so, the three Persons of the Trinity
must be external to the Godhead, since if they were conceived
of as being within It, they would become the very "accidents"
which Gilbert begins by saying that the Godhead cannot of
Itself possess. This is not to deny the being or the unity of the
Trinity, but to make an extremely subtle distinction between
Godhead in Its internal and external manifestation.
All this was written in his commentary on Boethius. When,
however, he became Bishop of Poitiers, he began to give
himself to the study of Hilary, much the most difficult of the
Fathers and a predecessor of his in the see of Poitiers, and dis-
1R. Lane Poole. op. at., p. 158.
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